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A STUDY OF “POLITICS, U. S. A.” 


DR. WITMAN: Good evening, friends, Since this is next to our last broad- 
cast, we have planned a program which will be appropriate to the motif of TOWN 
MEETING through the years -= a look at our political selves from the what has been 
to the what might be. We have selected a number of excerpts from past broadcasts of 
this program and we have invited four young men and women to listen to them and then 
tell us what they think of the present and what the future holds for these ideas. 

It should be an interesting way to look the future in the face without turning our 
backs on the past, of course. And it should be a fitting tribute to the high pure 
poses of this program as we come to the end of its twenty-one years of service to 
the American way of life. 

Many of you will remember that last January TOWN MEETING presented a special 
documentary on the theme "POLITICS, U.S.A." Narrated by Will Rogers, Jr., the broad- 
cast was something of a refresher course in American politics -=- a review of some of 
the important issues which have faced the American people during these two decades. 

That program was so enthusiastically received and had such nostalgic value 
that it has been edited into a long-play record album which will be availabe in the 
next few weeks at your dealer. Released by Columbia Records, the album bears the same 
title as the original broadcast: "POLITICS, U.S.A." 

With us in the studio are two representatives of New York Young Republican or-= 
ganizations and two from the Young Democratic group. They are, Miss Ethel Shames, 
who is Chairman of the National Affairs Committee of the New York Young Democratic 
Club and a member of its Board of Directors. A graduate of Hunter College and Fordham 
Law School, Miss Shames is a practicing attorney; Mr. Robert Ogden, who is a member 
of the Board of Governors of the New York Young Republican Club and is a graduate of 
Harvard College and Yale Law School and attended Harvard Business School. A practice 
ing attorney, Mr. Ogden was a pilot in the 15th Air Force during the second World War 
and presently is New York State Chairman of Youth for Eisenhower, Also with us is 
Mr. William Fitts Ryan, who is past president and a member of the Board of Directors 
of the New York Young Democratic Club. A Princeton graduate, the School of Public 
and International Affairs of Princeton University, and Columbia Law School, Mr. Ryan 
served as a Field Artillery Lieutenant with the 32nd Division in World War II. And, 
finally, we have also with us Miss Judy Gregg, who is former president of the Young 
Women's Republican Club of New York. She is a graduate of Syracuse University and is 
co-chairman of the 1956 Campaign Committee of the State of New York Young Republicans, 
Miss Gregg is Secretary of the Mid-Atlantic Council of Young Republicans, and Recording — 
Secretary of the Federation of New York State Women's Republican Clubs, It is quite | 
clear, therefore, that we have with us tonight a very excellent group of people to com- 
ment on the excerpts which we will hear. 

Now, let us hear our first except from the record "POLITICS, U.S.A." 

MR. ROGERS: My father once said Politics is the best show in America! 

WILL ROGERS: The Democrats are the "Middle of the Road" party. The 

Republicans are the "Straddle the Road" party. I hereby nominate Mr. Henry 
Ford for President and christen the party the "All Over the Road" party, 

MR. ROGERS : Politics is one thing all of us can do something about. At 
least, we can talk about. it and we've been talking about it ever since this 
Republic was born, 

FRANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT: I am fighting, as I always have fought, for the 
rights of the little man, as well as the big man -~ for the weak as well as the 
strong -- for those who are helpless as well as those who can help themselves, 

DR. WITMAN: Now that you have heard these comments, let's hear what you have 

to say. For example, let's start with this question: Does Will Rogers' description 
of the two parties apply today? 
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MR. RYAN: My answer would be that in part it does. It applies to the Republi- 
can party. In politics, as in life itself, we cannot and we must not stand still, 

We either move forward or we slide backwards. The Democratic party is forward look- 
ing and forward moving » both at home and abroad. From Woodrow Wilson's New Freedom 
en ue Fair Deal, from the 1) points to the Atlantic Charter and the United 

: e Democratic party has been the dominant liberal force in American politics, 
On the other side of the spectrum stands the conservative Republican party -- a party 
of inaction and reaction -- which is basically opposed to the domestic and international 
policies of Roosevelt and Truman. When we speak of the Republican party, we must mean 
the present Administration and when we speak of the present Administration, we mean the 
President himself, 

DR.WITMAN: I can see that Miss Gregg wants to say something. 

MISS GREGG: Yes, definitely, because I think when you say "All Over the Road" 
party, you pretty much mean democracy and I'm very glad Mr. Ryan said that the Republi- 
cans were expressed in this particular statement of Will Rogers', 

MR. RYAN: Yes, as the "Straddle the Road" party. 

MISS GREGG: We're the "Middle of the Road" party and we're also a little bit 
on the right. Democrats are definitely on the left of the road. And you see, it's 
very good today because we represent from the middle of the road and the right the 
majority of the people in this country. I was a little amused at the humor and the 
truth of Willi Rogers! statement, because the campaign of both the Republicans and the 
Democrats seem to indicate they are "Middle of the Road" so that they can attract the 
road voters, but when both parties claim the same characteristics, then the voter <= 
and we hope the intelligent voter --~ will look at the performance of the two parties, 
which party has done the most for civil rights, has cut taxes, has ended war and has 
given us great prosperity. 

MISS SHAMES: The description fits, I would say, in agreement with Mr. Ryan, 
only the "Straddle the Road" party term, Insofar as the Republican party is concerned, 
the Republican party is conservative and backward moving, If you check the history of 
the Republican party, beginning from Grant through Hoover and then bringing it down to 
date, to Eisenhower's Administration, you will find that insofar as progress is con- 
cerned, it has only been concerned with the largest segment of the business population, 
with the corporations. The taxes which should treat all segments of the population 
alike do not. The corporate powers have achieved greater relief under the present tax 
bill than previously. However, if you check back on the Democratic attitude, the 
Democratic attitude on how to achieve prosperity and how to achieve peace and how to 
provide for and improve the welfare of the people, concerned itself with all of the 
people and not merely with one segment of the population. Today we are faced and we 
have an Administration that has not concerned itself with the farmer, it has not con- 
cerned itself with the small businessman, it has not concerned itself with the power 
needs of those in the northwest for greater public power, The Democrats have con= 
tinuously concerned themselves with all of the people and not merely with a small por= 
tion of the people. 

MR. OGDEN: I certainly don't think that you can consider the Democratic party 
to be the "Middle of the Road" party. I think the Democrats have become the "Left of 
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the Road" party and the Republicans have become the "Middle of the Road" party. The 
Democrats, during 20 years of power, moved to the left of the road, to the brink of f 
socialism, under the philosophy, "Let the Federal Government solve all the problems. 
As for the Republican party, I think the people are just beginning to realize the 
great change in outlook and philosophy that has occurred in the Republican party since 
1951 and which no longer makes it the "Right of the Road" party. The basic philosophy 
of this modern Republican party is in civil liberties and human rights -- be liberal 
and be humane -- but in dealing with the economy and the peoples' money,, be conserva-= 
tive and be careful. I think the choice today is between the Left of the Road Demo- 
crats and the Middle of the Road Republicans, and I think that the parties primarily 
contrast in domestic economic philosophy. 

MR. RYAN: I have just heard another one of those scare words which we hear 
every four years -= the brink of socialism. It was a Republican president who charac- 
terized ‘the great experiment of TVA as "creeping socialism." This Republican party 
is not liberal in civil liberties and I think we only have Senator Harry Cain's word 
to prove it. 

MR. OGDEN: Well, we have your man, Eastland, from down in the South... 

MR. RYAN: He does not represent the Democratic party, nor the Democratic 
philosophy. 

MR. OGDEN: A great many Americans consider that he represents the.... 

MISS SHAMES: I'm very happy that Mr. Ogden brought up Senator Eastland, be- 
cause interestingly enough, it would be very, very easy for the Republicans to have 
the civil rights legislation com out of the Judiciary Committee and on to the floor, 
For Mr. Ogden's information, and those Republicans listening, it needs only four mem- 
bers of the Judiciary Committee to have that legislation come out of the committee and 
on to the floor, and they know there are many Democrats -=- we have Senator Lehman who 
would support that, we have many, many senators who would support civil rights legis- 
lation, so it is a very simple excuse to say that it's Senator Eastland. Senator 
Eastland does not represent the majority of the Democratic party. 

MISS GREGG: Miss Shames, you say that you have many Democrats who would, but 
how many actually have? The Democrats were in control for 2 years and didwe have any 
civil rights legislation passed at all? Not one civil rights piece of legislation came 
out. It was constantly voted down. ; 

MR. RYAN: I think Miss Gregg forgets that it was the Democratic Administration 
which brought FEPC to the Armed Forces. It was the Democratic Administration which put 
in government contracts a clause that there should be no discrimination, which brought 
about desegregation in the armed services and, while we're on this subject, let me say 
that President Eisenhower himself has the power as the Executive Officer of this Nation 
to bring about full desegregation in every area of American life that is touched by 
Federal appropriations, and he has failed to do it, he has straddled the issue, he has 
straddled the road. This is a do-nothing, backward moving Republican Administration. 

DR. WITMAN: It is quite clear that Will Rogers! voice has been able to stimu- 
late a great deal of discussion, probably equal to that which he was ever able to do in 
his life, and all of these people want to say something and you should see me here, 
trying to hold them back. They didn't comment on Mr. Rogers! comment on the "All Over 
the Road" party but we may get to that yet before the evening is over, Two of the all- 
times favorite debaters on TOWN MEETING were Harold Ickes, FDR's Secretary of the 
Interior, and General Hugh Johnson, a former NRA administrator, who later became quite 
critical of the New Deal reforms, Let's listen now to just a portion of an exchange 
between Secretary Ickes and General Johnson. 

HAROLD ICKES: General Johnson thinks that I am eccentric in my political 

and social theories, and I am positive that he is, Thus far we are in agreement, 
I am fond of "Old Iron-pants." I fancy the vigor of his expressions and relish 
the savor of his phrases, I like him particularly because, although he is a hard 
fighter, always charging bravely, although sometimes simultaneously in all 
directions, he is a fair one. He does not hit below the belt. He can be, I am 
es to say, generous in his attitude even if he is cockeyed as to many of his 
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DR. WITMAN: It seems that in times when there is a vigorous spokesman in the 
political arena or one point of view, his very existence seems to bring equally 
forceful voices of opposition. The Old Curmdgeon was followed in this particular 
debate by the equally expressive and equally vigorous Hugh Johnson, 

HUGH S. JOHNSON: Ladies and Gentlemen, and my dear Mr, Secretary, To 
defend a thing, we must know what it is and what threatens it. What is democ- 
racy? I fear that Harold thinks democracy is anything Tommy Corcoran says it 
is. I shall not take time to answer Mr. Ickes, I submit that he didn't say 
anything, 

DR. WITMAN: What do you think of that? Mr. Ogden wants to make a comment. 

MR. OGDEN: The Ickes-Johnson exchange, I think, examples the internal dis- 
sention of the New Deal, wheh each brain-truster was trying to sell his pet scheme 
for reoganizing the society and the economy of this country. The present Adminis- 
tration has no such internal chaos and would not tolerate empire building by a 
bureaucrat, such as Mr. Ickes, so I doubt that we would see outspoken exchanges like 
this in this Administration. The absence of internal bickering in any administration, 
however, is less a matter of political maturity than of the harmony and the attitude 
of those who head the administration and I suppose it could recur again in either 
party. We still do have same mtspoken men on the U. S. political scene, the most 
noticeable of them being Mr. Truman who is rather famous for some of his outspoken re- 
marks -- one of which, in Italy recently bids well to make him go down in history as 
our "Squirrel-headed ex-President." 

MISS SHAMES: Now that we're on the subject of the Animal Kingdom, I think we 
must mention Secretary Wilson's famous remark about 'Kennel Dogs" in speaking of the 
American working public. I don't think that the discussion that we have today is any-= 
where near the frank discussion we had in the New Deal and Fair Deal days. Today we 
manage to learn what is happening in the administration through leaks at times. The 
recent Armed Services fracas is an example of that. Then we have the matter even more 
recent than that -- the President making one statement about neutrality and then Secre- 
tary of State Dulles contradicting him. Even more than that, we have the misconduct of 
public officials, about which General Eisenhower promised quick action in 1952, We 
have, just to cite 3 instances, the instance of Wesley Roberts, who had been the GOP 
Chairman. It was discovered that he had accepted a 10% fee for selling to the State 
of Kansas a building which it already owned. The next day, before any investigation 
of the case, the White House expressed complete satisfaction of Roberts! explanation 
and considered the case closed. Subsequently, the Kansas Legislature Committee unani- 
mously found Roberts had deliberately and intentionally violated the law. And then, 
what did the Administration do? He was given a medal. Another party, the Air Force 
Secretary, Talbott, was also commended after his misconduct and I could go on with a 
number of additional instances which the Republicans.... 

DR. WITMAN: I'm going to put myself right between the two sides here and see 
what happens to me. I'll probably be pretty badly battered. What I would like to 
know is whether these cases which you are citing are comparable cases to the voices 
which we heard, They were illustrative of great fighters -- of carrying the battle to 
the platform -- of vigorously knocking each other out from the stage of the public mind. 
What about that? Has that changed and if it has changed, why has it changed? 

MR. RYAN: I would say, Dr. Witman, that it has definitely changed. And the 
change is characteristic of this Administration, That was an exciting time when the 
debates within the political arena were strong and intense, That was a time when it 
was a healthy thing to have remarks like this and debates stirring the political pot 
throughout the country. What do we have today? We have buried under public relations 
and the concept of teamwork, this fiction, the team We've buried all legitimate pub- 
lic debate and public discussion. 

MISS GREGG: I don't think we really have. I think the statements of Ickes 
and Johnson say absolutely nothing because it certainly is not typical of politics 
today. It might have been during the New Deal era. However, today we are more likely 
to deal with issues; very direct good issues that are facing the country today. There 


wes 


was one exchange quite recently between Leonard Hall and your chairman, Butler and 
they had a barbed exchange on the common man, which the Democrats like to call their 
own. I think Leonard Hall's statement, "How many common men are there in the audience - 
stand up," is a very good one because we put debate where perhaps it should be, on | 
issues instead of on some other things. ibs 

"MR. RYAN: I recall a statement of a few days ago by Secretary of Defense Wil- 
son, and here is what he said about the public discussion over the air atomic power 
of this country. He said, "We'll see who sticks their head up next. I think it 
might be a little dangerous." That reflects the whole basic philosophy of this govern- 
mente 

MR. OGDEN: I think Bill Ryan has quoted something out of the difficulty in the 
Armed Services which has existed both during Mr. Truman's Administration and Mr. 
Eisenhower's Administration. I don't think you can consider that the same type of 
exchange as we have been dealing with here. But, as I said to start with, I think the 
Ickes-Johnson exchange examples internal dissention within the administration and I, 
for one, am very glad we don't have that... 

MR. RYAN: I should like to point out that at that time General Johnson was not 
a member of the administration. 

MISS GREGG: I'd also like to say on this statement, people don't like hitting 
below the belt or distortion of any kind and I think today we have an example and a 
very sad one, when Harry S, Truman, with his many followers, has tried so deliberately 
to mislead people by distortion in fact. We have the case of hitting below the belt 
and distortion. I think we forget very often the lines of communication are so im-= 
proved today that politicians can't mislead so good or so deliberately as they had in 
the past. 

DR. WITMAN: I don't know whether to imply from that, that we have matured a 
little more than we did in the days we've been listening to or not. I'm surely not 
implying an answer to that question at all. To put our next quotation in its proper 
perspective, I should point out that what we are about to hear dates back to one of 
the very first TOWN MEETING broadcasts. This goes back to 1935. Some people felt that 
certain policies of the Roosevelt Administration were leading to a breakdown of our 
Constitution, The late Senator Alben Barkley made this statement on TOWN MEETING 
more than 20 years ago. 

ALBEN W. BARKLEY: I challenge those who weep over the destruction of 

the states and the demise of the Constitution to indicate where we have stabbed 
it and where it is buried. We have not destroyed the Constitution. We are not 
destroying the Constitution. But if a time ever comes when it shall be pre- 
served only by assigning it to a shelf in some museum where it may be looked 

at but never used, then the people themselves will destroy it and make another 
in its place. 

DR. WITMAN: Miss Shames, let's start with you. What do you think about 
Senator Barkley's statement? 

MISS SHAMES: I think Senator Barkley's statement is as applicable today as 
it was when he made it in 1935, The Constitution is a living thing and there is a 
constant struggle between those who try to use states! rights doctrine when they dis- 
agree with a court pronouncement. We have progressed considerably through the enact- 
ment of legislation and the interpretation by the courts of the Constitution. Back 
in 1935 the Republicans fought against New Deal measures and criticized the Supreme 
Court of the United States and attempted to try to: assert states' rights. Now again 
in 1956, some states disagree with the court's 195 public school desegregation de= 
cision. Some states disagree with the recent ruling in the Nelson case, that sedition 
is a matter for the Federal Government. These are matters which are Federal matters 
and as long as we have the type of government we have, which is a Federal Government 
and one in which there is a balance of power, the Statement which Senator Barkley made 
will be applicable, 

DR. WITMAN: There always will be a constitutional question of some sort, do 
you think? 
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so designed that it fits the changing times, but there is room for interpretation 
which I think is a good thing. 

MR. OGDEN: Barkley urged that the Constitution allowed and the people de- 
manded centralization of economic and social welfare programs. I think that this is 
true, to a degree, especially in the field of civil liberties, but the current contro- 
versy isn't history repeating itself. I think that the school desegregation decision 
has finally nationalized civil liberties and put them under the protection of the 
Supreme Court. In other words, we finally have recognized that the lth Amendment 
amounts, in effect, to a bill of rights imposed on the states by the national Con- 
stitution. The Republican party welcomes this development in universal democratic 
practices in the nation and regrets that the Democratic party, because of the 17 
southern Senate and House manifestos, Senators who chair committees, that the Demo- 
cratic party finds it difficult to accept this change. 

MR. RYAN: The southern manifesto, of which Mr. Ogden speaks, was signed also 
by Republicans. It is not a party stand, as he well knows. It represents a geoe 
graphical, regional problem. I think that Senator Barkley was reminding, in this quo- 
tation, his Republican opponentsand the opponents of the New Deal, that the Constitution 
is, as Miss Shames said, a living document -- that yesterday's defense become today's 
majority. So it has always been, so it will always be in our constitutional system. 

MISS GREGG: I agree on that because the people question upholding of the Con- 
stitution and It shows that the Constitution is alive and that people want to live 
under its spirit. Wherever the violation of the spirit of the Constitution was felt 
in 1935, it is not being felt today. You don't hear people questioning the rights of 
the Constitution today as you did then. There's a searéh after the spirit of the Con- 
stitution today to meet the needs of today, such as civil rights or segregation and the 
Bricker Amendment. The public today is not saying the Constitution is being destroyed 
because of the stands on civil rights. 

MISS SHAMES: I would like to answer one point that Miss Gregg has just made. 
In this morning's "Times" there was a report of a bill that had been introduced by, 

I believe it was called the National Association of Attorney Generals, in relation to 
the ruling in the Nelson case, involving thé sédition law. It was contended, as I re- 
call the report, that the Federal Government should not be given the right of preemp~ 
tion insofar as sedition laws go, so I remind Miss Gregg that it is existing here in 
the Administration under Eisenhower. 

DR. WITMAN: I have a feeling that your comments on Senator Barkley's observa-~ 
tions is that there is a living vitality and relationship between the political life 
of the community and the Constitution. This is very interesting, but I can t stay too : 
long on it because we have many others. The new Columbia Records album, "POLITICS, U.S.A. 
contains the voices of many political figures who have passed from our midst. For ex- 
ample, there is an excerpt from a TOWN MEETING debate between the late Senator Robert 
A. Taft of Ohio and Jerome Frank who, at that time, was Chairman of the Securities and 
Exchange Commission. Senator Taft, always a forceful spokesman for our system of free 

s statement: 
ik ie a ne I should say that fourefifths of the businessmen, large 
and small, are against the present Administration. Government is certainly not 
friendly to business when it goes into business itself, as in the TVA ee, a 
other enterprises in competition with existing businesses, for it is absolutely 
impossible for any individual business to compete successfully with the ibe 
ment. I would say that if business and government are to work together, the ‘ 
government must change the basic principles of its present policy, or the people 
ernment. 
ae TMS Teil: there is an alternative -= you must either ae ees princi- 
ples or you must change the government. Who wants to start oon eee, CEpeR Eat 

MR. BYANs: I would just like to comment, Dr. iinet ame oy de picinioeteina 
that there is greater harmony between aon Aan ac chee Reach geen 
that we have a government of business, for busines 


MISS SHAMES: Yes, I certainly think so. Our Constitution is so phrased and 
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any doubt, let's look at the words of Interior Secretary McKay, who said, "We're in 
the saddle as an Administration representing business and industry." What more af- 
firmative proof than that the Republican party is a single interest party. It has 
been captured ever since a short time after the Civil War by the forces of big business 
and continues to be run by them. i 
MISS GREGG: That was the former Secretary of the Interior. 
MR. RYAN: That was the Eisenhower Administration, Miss Gregg. 
MISS GREGG: Well, he is no longer Secretary of the Interior. I think the 
whole crux of the Eisenhower Administration has been cooperation between labor and 
industry. Eisenhower has tried to establish peace and a good cooperation, a good 
feeling between these two big forces in our government, which is certainly in con- 
trast to New Deal socialism, which fanned the animosity between labor am industry. 
I think this is an example of cooperation and coordination, which is so necessary in 
our country for the growth of the country. And, yes, there is greater cooperation be- 
tween government and business «= big and small business -=- because we now have a Small 
Business Administration which was set up by the government for the first time, a peace- 
time Small Business Administration which has the sole purpose to help the small business- 
man, And also, I think it is interesting to know this when you look at the cooperation 
between labor and industry and government, that’ the Republicans have reduced labor 
strikes significantly. By 1955, our strike losses were down 53% from 1952, 

MISS SHAMES: Miss Gregg is apparently using the Administration's favorite 
tactic of using words instead of facts to set forth the situation. As Governor Smith 
would say, "Let's look at the record and let's look at the facts." As Mr. Ryan said, 
big business is running the government and so far as small business == the profits of 
small business are down 66% while those of big business are up );}6%. There are more 
small business failures than there had been during the last ten Democratic years. 

The rate of small business failures is up 36% since the Republicans took office and 

this is obviously very bad for the country's welfare. We have a country that is made 
up of small business and large business, We have a country in which we set up regula-= 
tory agencies to see that big business does not overcome small business, Yet, this 
Administration has stacked the regulatory agencies with big businessmen, The Federal 
Power Commission has been stacked with big businessmen. It includes two men who fore 
merly represented private utilities, The Federal Power Commission was the one who 
favored the give-away, the public power. The National Labor Relations Board, whichis 
supposed to be an intermediate party, has now become a spokesman for management because 
it is now stacked with management men, The Securities and Exchange Commission, one of 
the greatest achievements of the New Deal, now includes two former stock brokers, a 
former investment banker and others who represented major brokerage houses. This was 
the Commission which okayed the Dixon-Yates deal, as our listeners will recall. In 
addition, that excellent agency, the Federal Trade Commission, now has a situation where 
it dismissed two key price discrimination cases and the first GOP chairman was a man who 
had represented companies in price discrimination charges brought by the FPC, This is 
not a cooperative government in the sense of cooperative with labor and cooperative with 
smal] business, It's cooperative with big business and it is anti-labor, because none 
of the amendments which Eisenhower said he would help pass in his Administration on the 
Taft-Hartley Law have been enacted. 

MR. OGDEN: I think there is greater harmony between business and government toe 
day and T think it's been good for the country. This is because the basic assumption 
of the Republican party is that individual initiative released and encouraged will 
create greater wealth and do a better job than the Federal Government. I think it has 
been good for the country because it is obvious that we have an unprecedented prosperity 
today and that there has been a halting of inflation and a stabilization of the dollar 
which has done a great deal for the average working man who works on an hourly wage, 
The Democrats have been reckless in charging that the 195) Republican tax cut favored 
corporations and that small business has been hurt. I think the Democrats should take 
more of their figures from the Bureau of Labor statistics and not the Democratic Facte 
book from which Miss Shames has been reading, 62% of the $7, billion tax cut went 
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to individuals and only 38% to corporations, And the fact of the matter is that 
business failure rates today is at one of the lowest levels ever in a normal period 
42 failures per 10,000 firms, compared with an average of 71 a 

per 10,000 from 1900 to 
1955. I would like to say something apropos of Senator Taft's remark about competing 
with the government. No business can do SO, So long as goverrment enterprise -- such 
as electric power -- does not pay comparable taxes, The power companies are paying 
out nearly 1/h of their income in taxes and there are other advantages to government 
enterprise, such as, in electric power, not requiring rates to cover the entire invest- 
ment and charging part off to flood control, recreation and navigation -- things which 
are also present in a private facility. But private companies must make their rates 
pay out the cost of all of these features. 

MR. RYAN: Those statistics, Mr. Ogden, will be small comfort to the 200,000 
unemployed in the State of Michigan, They will be small comfort to the small business- 
man who has been going under, under this Administration. And I should like to point out, 
for Miss Gregg's benefit, that the Democrat New Deal encouraged the development of small 
business through the RFC and through the Small Defense Plants Administration; and that 
there is nothing new about her business administration in this Administration, except 
business as usual, I should like to ask her if she remembers that Secretary McKay was 
set as the personal emissary of President Eisenhower to defeat public power in Oregon. 

MISS GREGG: I would say that the whole Eisenhower Administration has worked on 
the premise, "Get business back to private enterprise, back to the individual." I think 
our country has been built on the idea of the individual and individual initiative. I'd 
also like to point out something on small business firms. The Eisenhower Administration 
has provided a larger share of defense contracts for small firms than the last three 
Democrat years did. This is, I think, significant, as well as the fact that the Small 
Business Administration has made over 6500 loans which are totalling $175 million. This 
is the Republican Eisenhower Administration policy on small business. 

MR. RYAN: A Republican administrator of the Eisenhower Small Business Adminis- 
tration said: "Big business is going to get bigger and small business is going to get 
smaller, and there is nothing we can do about it." That represents Republican thinking 
on this question, 

MISS GREGG: An all-time record of new incorporations in 1955, I think, Mr. Ryan, 
shows healthy conditions for small business. 

MISS SHAMES: There are two facts I would like to set forth for Mr. Ogden's 
benefit and for Miss Gregg's benefit, insofar as my source of statistics. It was not 
the Democratic factsheet alone which I was looking at, it is the Dun and Bradstreet 
Failure Index, cited in the Congressional Record on May 15, 1956, page 7h60, with 
reference to business failures which have been consistently higher under the Republi- 
cans than under the Democrats. Miss Gregg, with reference to your statement regarding 
the growth of business, I'td like you to know that in three years of the Republican Ad- 
ministration, only 6,500 new businesses per year have been started, as compared with 
52,000 new businesses a year during the last four Democratic years. These are facts -- 
these are not advertising gimmicks, They're right in the record and on the record. 

MISS GREGG: I think you find that today there are more people going into small 
businesses than before, actually. And these small businessmen are not always experienced; 
they don't have enough capital. Perhaps they have gone into an industry where there are 
already too many small businesses -=- which can explain why some of them have failed, 
But, overall, the business failure rate is at the lowest level experienced in a normal 
economic period, without war or wartime spending. 

MR. RYAN: I am fascinated by the Madison Avenue approach to economics. 

MISS GREGG: I am,too. 

MR. OGDEN: senator Taft, on TVA, represents the continuing Republican atti- 
tude towards TVA. If we remember, President Hoover vetoed the bill to develop Muscle 
Shoals. President Eisenhower decried TVA as creeping socialism. And it was President 
Eisenhower who personally directed the signing of the Dixon-Yates contract to undermine 
TVA, It also was the Democratic Congress that refused the TVA additional money to 
build steam power plants because they didn't consider that that was a part of the ‘VA's 


authority. 
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MISS GREGG: When the Republicans took office in 1953, they found the govern- 
ment extensively engaged in some $0 billion worth of business ventures. You know 
what they included? Baking, furniture making, sawmill operations, rope making, dry 
cleaning -- and we could go on and on. 

MISS SHAMES: I think insofar as developing private initiative, Miss Greegand 
Mr. Ogden forget. that the TVA stimulated the growth of private industry in Tennessee 
and the four or five surrounding states. Before TVA came into that area, there was no 
business, there was no power in the area. The people living in that area had none of 
the benefits which many of us living here in’ the’largest city in the world have. But, 
as a result of TVA, private enterprise was stimulated and private enterprise grew in 
that area. That was a Democratic measure -- a forward-looking measure -- one that 
looked at the needs of the people for many years to come, and not merely for today or 
looking backwards as to what was best in the 1920's, 

DR. WITMAN: Now let's move on, to 19)\8, We saw the entry of a third party 
in the national elections -- headed by Henry A. Wallace with Idaho Senator Glen Taylor 
as his running mate. Speaking on TOWN MEETING, Senator Taylor had this to say: 

GLEN H. TAYLOR: In electing Henry Wallace the American people will serve 
notice on the world and particularly Russia, that we have repudiated the warmakers 
and that we want peace. And in those changed circumstances, I am confident that 
Henry Wallace could bring an honorable end to the cold war, make it possible for 
the Russians and ourselves to stop our imperialistic and expansionist tactics, 
secure a just and honorable peace for all concerned, and then proceed to rebuild 
the United Nations and bring about world disarmament. 

DR. WITMAN: If what Senator Taylor had to say would have been possible and 
true, then, of course, it is unfortunate that it didn't happen. But, Mr. Wallace was 
not elected and I am curious to know whether you folks here think that perhaps some- 
body else could achieve the same thing. 

MR. RYAN: Well, of course, I disagree with the assumption in the Taylor quo- 
tation about Wallace, because I think it is an apology for the Soviet Union. But, I 
would like to affirmatively say that the problems which are inherent in that quotation 
are still with us.. In international affairs we see the success am the imagination of 
the Truman program has brought about new problems. Since January, 1953, when Republi- 
can Administration took office, the balance has shifted and the international position 
of the United States has deteriorated. In 1952, October, before the death of Stalin, 
the new Communist party line was laid down, It took a great many years, until 1956, 
for the Republican party to understand that there had been a basic shift in Soviet 
strategy and tactics, 

MR. OGDEN: I agree with Bill Ryan .... 

DR. WITMAN: What] 

MR. OGDEN: I agree with him -- that a statement by any party that in four 
years it was going to end the cold war, create an atmosphere of harmony with Russia, 
establish peace, rebuild the UN and bring about disarmament, would be ridiculed by 
the voters as far more than could be accomplished. We still, however, do have the 
same problems as in 198, but to a different degree. Bill just said a minute ago that 
our position in the free world has deterioriated. I don't believe that that is true 
and I haven't seen anything that indicates that it is true. The most important change 
that has occurred as a result of the Eisenhower Administration is free world foreign 
policy. Russia's foreign policy has switched, The violent overthrow of other govern- 
ments has been given up, military aggression has given way to conquent by economic and 
political infiltration -= particularly in Southeast Asia and the Middle East. To meet 
that, the Administration asked for aid for long-range economic projects, up to 100 mile 
lion a year, particularly for use in Southeast Asia. This is the only practical program 
that I have seen proposed and I am sorry to say that it did not meet with the support 
of the Democratic party. 

MISS SHAMES : I think that when you consider the entire foreign policy situation 
today, which I think is the best approach we can take to this statement, as Mr. Ryan 
pointed out, is not a true statement because it was an apology, so to speak, to Russia 


because it did characterize our government as imperialistic -~ I think if we look, 
though, at the important differences between Republican and Democratic parties today , 
we find Something completely lacking which had existed under Roosevelt and Truman, 
We find there is no bipartisanship in foreign policy, and it had been agreed between 
the Republicans and the Democrats previously that foreign policy was an item which 
Should not be a political one. It was something that was so important and essential 
to all of us that it was necessary to have bipartisanship. However, we do not have 
that today. I don't think it is necessary to review the failures of the Republican 
policy for the years gone by which resulted in a lack of any collective security when 
it was necessary. Fortunately, the Republicans have finally realized that that is the 
only means with which we can handle a world situation today, if we ever want to have 
one world. Now, insofar as opposing military aid to our allies, opposing Point IV 
technical aid, opposing aid to Korea and to Asia, the Republicans have not helped in 
bringing about peace in the world and we have the cold war situation today which is 
very strong. We have the situation in Algeria, we have the Israeli situation -- none 
of which are leading to peace. 

MISS GREGG: I object strenuously to Senator Taylor's phrase "imperialist and 
expansionist tactics." There is no such thing and never has been, concerning the United 
States. I don't think this statement reflects public sentiment then nor now; the public 
is much too realistic. On some of these things there must be a gradual change, not an 
overnight one -- with that I agree with Mr. Ogden. Our United Nations is being strength- 
ened and world disarmament is coming about gradually. I would like to point out a few 
things the Eisenhower Republican Administration has done. They've initiated the Atoms 
for Peace development and they've further the disarmament prospects through air recon- 
naissance and blueprint exchage proposals, accepted by the United Nations. And they've 
improved world trade relations, while safeguarding United States industry. 

DR. WITMAN: We want to go on to another excerpt now. As TOWN MEETING is about 
to go off the air, I think it appropriate that we hear the voice of a man who has been 
an important figure on the American political scene for more than forty years. Norman 
..Thomas. has been the Socialist party's Presidential candidate in six national elections. 
Students of politics and American history agree that many of the things for which Norman 
Thomas has stood have since come to pass under other names and under other leadership. 
Let's listen to these words by Mr. Thomas on the Third Party issue: 

NORMAN THOMAS: Under our Constitution and under our set of customs, there 

is no question that this is and will have to be a two-party country. Never in 
my life did I run to create a third party. I ran in the hope of setting in 
motion forces which would realign the party division, I fully agree that multi- 
plicity of parties is not good, especially under the conditions in America. To 
a certain extent, it's a good thing probably that our parties are coalitions 
rather than parties in the technical sense, bound together by principle. That 
is to say, I do not think in a country like ours that you can have too rigid re- 
quirements of agreement in advance, but I do think you need principles to divide 
parties, instead of mere desire for office. 

MR. OGDEN: I think that Mr. Thomas is quite right in saying that our political 
parties are coalitions. Often the diversity from right to left within the party is as 
great or greater than the clevage between parties and the party leaders must make con-= 
cessions to groups within the party or independents outside the party in order to gain 
votes. These groups, inside and outside, who would not otherwise see their program 
succeed therefore can carry considerable weight if they have some organization and a 
program or a leader that is appealing to the times. This trading , coupled with the ex- 
pense of constructing a national political organization I think means, Dr. Raens that 
we're not likely to see a successful third party in this country. On the whole, be= 
lieve that principles, particularly economic philosophy, does divide the Democratic 

i arties today. : 
sun eon ee cas On that Teen Mr. Ogden. I certainly agree that principles do 
ivide the two parties and we come back to the question that was asked in the eect” 
Just where do these parties stand?" The Democratic party is the liberal party, the 


Republican, the conservative. The Democratic party has seen the Eisenhower Adminis-= 
tration take office and grudgingly accept a number of the measures of the New Deal, 
However, the Republican party has hever accepted the spirit in which they were con- 
ceived -- while it acceptsthe form it rejects the substance. 

MISS GREGG: I was amazed, Dr, Witman, to find I agreed with Norman Thomas. 
I like what he had to say about the two-party system because, you know, here in the 
United States when the majority wins, they win by a majority -- actually 51%, 60%, 
70%, whatever the popular vote is. In some of the foreign countries a party might 
win control of the country by just 20% of the popular vote, which certainly doesn't 
show the strength of the people nor reflects the true feeling of the people. Here 
in this country we have a strong two-party system. We have a two-party system that 
has principles which are diametrically opposed to one another, so that the people == 
the voters -= can take a stand on the principles to which they adhere. The Republi- 
can party is the true liberal party because they believe in individuals, individual 
initiative and I think that's a pretty liberal stand to take when you can put the 
whole faith of the country in individuals, rather than in hard-fast social security 
principles. Am I think here is a good time also to say that I hope everyone listen- 
ing will not be a blank -= they won't be an independent but they're going to register 
in one of the two great parties in this country so that they can vote on November 6th. 

MISS SHAMES: I agree with Mr. Thomas, in part. I do agree that our parties 
are coalitions, rather than parties in the technical sense as in France, where a slight 
difference will divide and create a new party. However, I do not agree with him that 
you do not need principles to divide parties -= you do need principles. And I think 
that Mr. Ryan has very well stated that the Democratic party is a forward-looking, pro- 
gressive party. I do not agree with Miss Gregg and I trust that she will check 
Webster's new International when she uses the word "liberal" so liberally. I'd like 
to recall to her a statement made by President Eisenhower when, in disoussing the need 
for social security, he stated that social security would be like being in a prison, 
and if that's all people wanted was bread and water they should back to prison. I 
think that we must recognize that in the overall picture, if we check our history of 
political parties, we will find that we have benefited in part from some of the third 
parties. We did obtain a great many worthwhile and very excellent measures from the 
populace back in 1892, We obtained the idea of women's suffrage from the populace. 
We obtained ideas from the progressives of 192h, the then wonderful LaFollette of 
Wisconsin. We obtained the idea of direct election of Senators, so a third party 
movement has been a helpful one. But, in the final analysis, when you compare the 
two major parties -= the Democrat and the Republican -- and check the history, going 
back to the beginnings of each party, you find that, one has been the forward-looking, 
progressive party and the other has been the party of the few. 


MR. RYAN: Dr. Witman, before we close this next to last broadcast of AMERICA'S 
TOWN MEETING, I would like to express to you and your associates my thanks, and I am 
sure that of many other young Americans, for making possible this forum which has done 
so much to stimulate an intelligent understanding of vital issues for the past twenty 
years, 

DR. WITMAN: That is very kind, thank you. 

MR. OGDEN: I should also like to join in saying that I think this program has 
made a remarkable contribution to the development of American political discussion 
over many years, 

DR. WITMAN: Our thanks to all of you. You make us all feel very good, Our 
thanks to Columbia Records for their cooperation in arranging tonight's discussion, 


